Poort & Roelfsema, Noise correlation and coding of attention in area V1
The mean d-prime was 0.68 (1.09 for A-sites, 0.16 for N-sites) and the mean classification rate was 62% (69% for A-sites, 53% for N-sites). Of the 7 SUA sites, four were significantly modulated by attention while three were not. The mean d-prime was 0.62 (0.97 for the Asites, 0.16 for the N-sites) and the mean classification rate was 61% (68% for the A-sites, 53%
for the N-sites). The distributions of d-primes and classification rates of MUA and SUA recording sites were similar (Wilcoxon signed rank tests, P>0.5).
Although we realize that our sample of SUA recording sites is small, we conclude that the reliability of MUA recording sites is in the same range as the reliability of SUA recording sites. This conclusion is reinforced by a recent study (Palmer et al. 2007 ) that compared SUA and MUA recordings in the primary visual cortex of monkeys that performed a visual detection task. They found that the sensitivities of SUA and MUA recording sites were not significantly different.
Estimate of cortical distance between electrodes: monopole mapping
In order to estimate the cortical distance between electrodes we used the monopole mapping 
Eye position controls
To determine the effect of eye position on the attentional modulation we performed the following stratification procedure. We divided the 1 degree fixation window up into 0. which is equivalent to multiple regression, could be carried out for 180 pairs of recording sites. We found that this correction slightly increased the average noise correlation from 0.19 to 0.20, and we therefore conclude that the noise correlation is not caused by differences in eye position across trials.
V1 response modulation: attention or an effect of the non-classical RF surround?
The two complementary stimuli presented to the monkeys differ in the contour element that connects the fixation point to one of the curves (Figure 1 
